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THE EFFECT OF TITLE Ill OF THE NATIONAL DEFENSE 
EDUCATION ACT AS REPORTED BY ADMINISTRATORS 
OF CALIFORNIA SCHOOL DISTRICTS 


DONALD W. JOHNSON, Consultant, Bureau of National 
Defense Education Act Administration 


During the fiscal years 1959 through 1961, the California State Depart- 
ment of Education approved 2,680 projects for the improvement of in- 
structional programs in science, mathematics, and modern foreign lan- 
guages under Title III of the National Defense Education Act. Approvals 
were received by 887 school districts and 51 offices of county superin- 
tendents of schools for projects requiring expenditures of $8,080,831 
in matching federal funds. In addition, 137 requests for consultant serv- 
ices were approved under Section 303 (a) (5). 


Alpine County, in which the schools have an average daily attendance 
of 71, is the only county in which there is no school participating in a 
program authorized under Title III of the National Defense Education 
Act. Data for 1959-60 show that the 887 participating school districts 
had a total average daily attendance of 2,725,322, or 81.1 percent of the 


total a.d.a. of the state; and that the 51 offices of county superintendents 
of schools whose projects were approved represented schools with an 
average daily attendance of 2,974,981, or 88.5 percent of the total a.d.a. 
for the state. 


A summary of the approved projects and fund allotments is shown in 
Table 1 (page 218), by subject area and level. 

More than half (56.9 percent) of the approved projects were in 
science; 24.3 percent in foreign languages; and only 14 percent in mathe- 
matics. The balance, or 4.8 percent of the projects, included more than 
one subject area. 


School districts operating elementary schools submitted 48.3 percent 
of the projects approved, and received 37.9 percent of the total funds; 
districts operating high schools, with 41.7 percent of the approved proj- 
ects, received 47.2 percent of the funds; and districts operating junior 
colleges, with 10 percent of the approved projects, received 14.9 percent 
of the funds. Project approvals for the 1961-62 fiscal year show that 
participation in the program by California school districts operating ele- 
mentary schools was slightly increased. There were no other significant 
changes. 

The proportion of project participation by school districts for ele- 
mentary school purposes is greater in California than in the rest of the 
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United States, and the districts are receiving a larger proportion of the 
available funds for these purposes. According to the latest report re- 
ceived from the Office of Education, U.S. Department of Health, Wel- 
fare, and Education, 16.6 percent of the available funds have been re- 
ceived by elementary schools in the nation as a whole. 

Although large amounts of money have been distributed under Title 
III to school districts in California, the cost of the program to both the 
federal government and the state has been only 89.7 cents per unit of 
average daily attendance per year. This figure includes all allocations to 
school districts for approved projects, all administrative costs as well 
as those for consultant services, and the many related activities carried 
on by various bureaus of the California State Department of Education, 
but it does not include matching funds provided by school districts for 
the purchase of equipment and materials. 

The Bureau of National Defense Education Act Administration re- 
cently completed a statewide evaluation of its activities to (1) determine 
how wisely the NDEA funds have been utilized; (2) assist local school 
districts in evaluations of their instructional programs in science, mathe- 
matics, and modern foreign languages; (3) obtain appraisals of the 
NDEA program and learn how services of the Bureau might be made 
more effective; and (4) secure information in answer to questions raised 
by the California State Legislature. 

‘Procedures for evaluating the activities of the Bureau included the 
following steps: 

1. Cooperative planning with members of the Division of Instruction 

of the California State Department of Education to determine 
specific purposes and techniques of the evaluative procedure 


. Involving representatives from the Legislative Budget Committee, 
the office of the Legislative Analyst, and the State Department of 
Finance 

. Selecting Wilbur Schramm, Director of the Institute for Commu- 
nication Research at Stanford University, as an adviser 


. Appointing an advisory committee, consisting of representatives 
from school districts and offices of county superintendents of 
schools, to complete a pilot questionnaire 

. Holding training sessions for representatives from offices of county 
superintendents of schools who in turn provide school districts 
with proper instructions regarding the purposes and techniques of 
the evaluative procedure 


. Examining completed questionnaires, grouping answers into appro- 
priate categories, and coding the answers for statistical treatment 


. Tabulating responses to questionnaires 
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By April 1, 1962, the 1,507 responses that had been received from 877 
school districts and 51 offices of county superintendents of schools de- 
scribed the effect of 2,804 projects, 98.8 percent of the projects ap- 
proved. 


FINDINGS AND IMPLICATIONS 


The findings and implications contained in this report are based upon 
the experiences of school districts with a combined a.d.a. of 2,694,988, 
or 80.2 percent of the average daily attendance in California public 
schools during the 1959-60 fiscal year. 


Finding. Participation in programs under Title III of the National 
Defense Education Act increases proportionately with the size of the 
district and with the level of the district. 


Implication. Staff time must be scheduled so that school districts 
can take full advantage of the incentive programs which involve 
planned curriculum improvement. 


Table 2 shows the distribution of school districts participating in pro- 
grams under Title III of the National Defense Education Act according 
to type and size. There was participation by 16.3 percent of the districts 
in the state whose average daily attendance was less than 100; by 35.4 
percent of the districts with an a.d.a. between 100 and 299; by 57 per- 
cent of the districts with an a.d.a. between 300 and 999; and by 80.3 to 
100 percent of the districts with 1,000 a.d.a. or more. 


The size of the administrative staffs tends to increase as school districts 
grow in size, and there is a tendency to provide administrative services 
to a greater extent in high school and junior college districts. Only 15.5 
percent of the 515 elementary school districts with an a.d.a. of less than 
100 participated in programs under Title III of NDEA; but 44.4 per- 
cent of the nine high school districts participated. Among all the school 
districts with less than 1,000 average daily attendance, participation in 
NDEA projects was shown to be 27.7 percent of the 1,040 elementary 
districts; 70.4 percent of the 115 high school districts; 87.5 percent of 
the eight junior college districts; and 76.7 percent of the 30 unified 
school districts. 

Thus, although it would appear that the size of a school district is 
the determining factor in its participation in the program, such is not 
the fact. The critical factor is the size of the administrative staff which 
is given responsibility for the preparation of projects and time in which 
to do the required work. 

The school districts that assigned one person to supervise all project 
applications obtained the greatest amount of financial assistance, reported 
the greatest amount of gain in their instructional programs, and had the 
fewest problems in using National Defense Education Act funds. 
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Participation by small elementary school districts is also directly re- 
lated to the size of the staff provided by the office of the county super- 
intendent of schools to develop the applications and to assist the districts 
in the implementation of the approved projects. 


Finding. Participation in Title III of the National Defense Education 
Act has been inversely proportional to the assessed value per pupil of 
the districts. 


Implication. Incentive programs are not effective in school districts 
that have sufficient resources to finance the educational aspirations of 
the community. 


Of the approximately 500 school districts in California that receive 
basic aid only, 190 districts, or 38.2 percent, participated under Title 
III of NDEA. The percent increased to 43.7 percent for districts re- 
ceiving equalization aid on the regular formula, and to 62.2 percent for 
districts receiving equalization aid on the basis of the alternate formula. 

Among elementary school districts, 61.1 percent of the alternate equal- 
ization districts participated, while only 29.8 percent of the basic aid 
districts submitted project applications; and at the secondary level, the 
percents were 93.3 percent and 73.7 percent, respectively. 

The lack of participation in Title III by wealthy districts may be 
accounted for by their wealth, and not their opposition to the intent of 
the NDEA program. A letter written by the superintendent of one of 
the wealthiest school districts in California to the Department of Educa- 
tion early in the program stated that the district was sympathetic to 
the intent of NDEA, but did not intend to participate because the dis- 
trict had sufficient funds to finance any improvements it desired. 

The 50-50 matching requirement of the law has worked a hardship on 
some school districts, and 93 indicated a desire for a more flexible form 
of matching. The study, however, did not support the claim that NDEA 
makes “the rich richer and the poor poorer.” On the contrary, there 
was evidence in the evaluation documents to support the conclusion 
that NDEA funds were of significant assistance to the school districts 
in the state on a simple financial basis. One large district facing severe 
financial problems received a recommendation from its staff that par- 
ticipation in NDEA be discontinued, but it was the school board’s 
judgment that failure to participate would be detrimental to the educa- 
tional plans of the district. 


Finding. Title III of the National Defense Education Act has helped 
to educate large numbers of students in science, mathematics, and 
modern foreign languages. 

Implication. Financial incentives to school districts in special sub- 
ject areas help to establish a desire on the part of students to enroll 
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in these subjects, and assist the districts in providing for the increased 
enrollment. 


The National Defense Education Act has had little influence on en- 
rollments in science and mathematics in the elementary schools of Cali- 
fornia, for these two subjects have long been part of the required course 
of study. In foreign languages, however, enrollment in the elementary 
schools has grown from a very few to 187,294 pupils, 8 percent of the 
total number of elementary pupils in the state. It may be concluded that 
money made available under Title III of the National Defense Education 
Act was a major factor in the rapid growth of programs in foreign 
languages. 


The Bureau of Secondary Education of the California State Depart- 
ment of Education reports a 51.3 percent increase in science enrollments, 
a 75.1 percent increase in mathematics enrollments, and an 89.6 percent 
increase in foreign language enrollments during the 1959-61 period when 
the total enrollment in secondary schools increased only 47.5 percent. 
Similar figures are not available for the junior colleges. 


It was the intent of Congress in passing the National Defense Educa- 
tion Act “to enable more students to be educated in science, mathe- 
matics, and modern foreign languages.” Many factors have been in 
operation that would result in increased enrollments. The purpose of 
the NDEA was to help school districts accommodate this increase. 


The extent to which the NDEA was successful, in the opinion of the 
administrators of the public schools of California, is shown by Figure 1. 


Percent of 
negative 
Percent of positive responses responses 


26.6 : 33.4 


Considerable Very little or 


not at all 
, , 


+40 —20 


FIGURE 1. Extent to which Title Ill of the National Defense Education Act 
was effective in enabling California school districts to provide for increased 
enrollments in science, mathematics, and modern foreign languages. 
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Reports from the school districts submitting completed questionnaires 
indicated that student enrollments are related not only to current social 
pressures and vocation»! aspirations, but also to the richness of the learn- 
ing environment. There are several reasons why the provision of equip- 
ment and materials has an effect on enrollment. In the first place, the 
initiation of new programs, such as the foreign language program at the 
elementary level, requires the expenditure of considerable funds to se- 
cure the necessary equipment and teaching materials. In the second 
place, the provision of equipment and materials for student experimenta- 
tion and use appears to have a motivational influence upon the student. 
The Bureau of Secondary Education reports that the increase in enroll- 
ments in advanced science courses reflects higher educational goals on 
the part of the students and satisfaction with the beginning courses. 


Finding. Title III of the National Defense Education Act has resulted 
in significant improvement in the quality of instruction offered Cali- 
fornia students in science, mathematics, and modern foreign languages. 


Implication. The provision of funds for the purchase of equipment 
and materials stimulates program improvement and provides the mo- 
tivation for curriculum change on the part of the district and the 
incentive for change on the part of the teacher. 


The California state plan for the administration of the NDEA requires 
from each applicant district a proposal that contains a detailed descrip- 
tion of the proposed program of instruction, including specific descrip- 
tions of the use of equipment and materials, the plans of the district for 
in-service education, and an evaluation program. This requirement is 
credited by districts as being responsible for the effect of the NDEA on 
the improvement of instruction. 

Altogether, 95 percent of the respondents to the questionnaire reported 
that the NDEA had been effective in improving instructional programs 
in science, mathematics, and modern foreign languages. The extent to 
which those responding thought that the NDEA had influenced the 
programs is shown in Figure 2. 

Although school districts reported considerable improvement in their 
instructional programs, the in-service plans contained in the project 
applications did not reach fruition, nor were the anticipated evaluations 
actually carried out. Therefore the question to be answered at this time 
is not whether the programs improved, but rather by what process the 
improvement took place. The answer to this question seems to depend 
upon the number of teachers involved in the program change. 


For example, in high schools where only a small number of teachers 
were involved in a physics program, the process of change was effected 
by (1) sending one or two teachers to a summer institute or workshop; 
(2) upon their return having them teach physics under controlled con- 
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ditions; (3) meeting frequently during the year with the other physics 
teachers; (4) gaining approval from the board of education to continue 
experimentation for a second year; (5) submitting an NDEA project 
for equipment and consultant help; (6) holding a workshop of three 
to seven weeks for physics teachers; and (7) teaching the course during 
the school year with constant consultant help. While these activities 
were going on, every aspect of the program was being evaluated. In the 
total process, staff attitudes were developed that made implementation 
of the new program fairly easy. Secondary school administrators re- 
ported that the fellowships provided by the National Science Founda- 
tion had been the greatest single factor in program changes. 


Reports from many high school districts in California indicate that 
when small groups of teachers are involved, this approach to curriculum 
change is appropriate. 


At the elementary level, where the number of teachers involved in a 
proposed program change may run into the thousands, the approach 
described has not proven effective. Approximately 50 per cent of the 
elementary school districts reported that they were having difficulties 
with their in-service programs and that they needed additional staffing 
to deal with the problems. 


Another stimulus for change comes from the provision of additional 
equipment and materials. Regardless of the care that may be exercised 


in the selection of items, the equipment purchased will be subject to 
some criticism. This criticism may be expressed by rejection of the 
equipment and new materials or by stated preferences for items other 
than those furnished. Critical attitudes are generally communicated to 


Percent of 
- negative 
Percent of positive responses responses 


48.8 20.4 4.4 


Considerable Some Very little or 
not at all 
, 


FIGURE 2. Extent to which Title Ill of the National Defense Education Act 
was effective in improving instructional programs in science, mathematics, 
and modern foreign languages in California schools. 
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the school administrators along with recommendations. After a certain 
amount of intercommunication, additional purchases of equipment and 
materials are based upon the evaluations and recommendations of the 
dissident group, within the framework employed in making the original 
purchases. 

Teachers then accept the responsibility for obtaining the skills needed 
to use the additional equipment and materials. Many teachers obtain 
these skills on their own time and at their own expense through exten- 
sion and summer school courses. They introduce the additional equip- 
ment and materials to the classroom, make further informal evaluations 
of equipment needs and instructional techniques, and another cycle of 
change is begun. 

The three main aspects of the process of change appear to be (1) 
increased depth of involvement by the individual teacher; (2) increased 
involvement in terms of numbers of teachers; and (3) increased enrich- 
ment in the quantity and quality of instructional equipment and mate- 
rials made available to the teachers. 


At this time it is impossible to tell how many years all the teachers 
in a school district may be involved in such a process, although it ap- 
pears that the length of time will be in proportion to the number of 
teachers affected and the amount of change desired. The approach 
described as appropriate at the high school level involved only a few 
teachers, but took a three-year period to complete. 


Finding. Administrators of school districts report that additional 
improvement in instructional programs is still necessary. 


Implication. Continued assistance in improving instructional pro- 
grams, and incentives such as provided by the NDEA are desired by 
most school districts. 


More than one-third of the responding school districts reported that 
they had plans for further improvement of their instructional equipment 
and materials; one of every five reported plans for additional laboratories 
for classes in science and modern foreign languages; one of every eight 
anticipated additional organizational and instructional changes; and one 
out of two school districts reported need for additional staff to provide 
in-service education for teachers. 


Inasmuch as the districts generally reported that they were unable to 
finance these additions unless they had financial assistance, the continua- 
tion of NDEA programs or other similar legislative programs is neces- 
sary if the districts are to achieve their goals. 


Finding. Title III of the National Defense Education Act has created 
a demand for in-service education programs that districts are unable 
to supply with existing resources. 
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Implication. School districts in California are staffed in terms of 
maintaining an existing educational program, and are thus inadequately 
staffed when the Legislature or society places upon the schools the 
obligation for major curriculum change. 


School districts were asked to identify the basic problems which they 
faced in terms of the implementation of their NDEA projects and their 
plans for future change. One of every six districts felt that it lacked 
sufficient administrative help. Three out of eight districts reported in- 
sufficient funds for in-service education or for equipment and materials. 
One of every four districts reported that its biggest problem was the 
improvement of the teaching staff; and one of every four reported the 
need for local consultants to assist the in-service program. 


The tenor of the reports received from the school districts indicated 
that Title III of the NDEA had served as a stimulus for program change 
and program improvement. However, the reports indicated that this 
stimulus had come at a time when the school districts lacked resources 
to provide the necessary in-service education for their teaching staffs, 
and the supply of competent teachers was insufficient for their needs. 


Finding. Title III of the National Defense Education Act has 
strengthened the awareness of school districts of the need for more 
effective evaluation procedures. 


Implication. During a period of program change, the need for ade- 
quate tools to evaluate the effectiveness of the changed program by 
obtaining evidence regarding improvement and learning places further 
demands on school districts for more adequate administrative staffs. 


School districts were asked to report the nature of the evidence they 
had collected and upon which they based their judgment regarding im- 
proved learnings on the part of students. Professional opinion was the 
most frequently used criterion. Only one of every three school dis- 
tricts reported any objective evidence such as test data or enrollment 
figures to support their findings. Many administrators reported that 
existing tests were inappropriate for the changed educational programs, 
that the pressure of time upon existing staff did not permit adequate 
evaluation, and that they lacked the funds to add staff members. 


Reports from most of the school district administrators showed not 
only a great need for evaluation of their school programs; but also 
considerable evidence that they were deeply concerned with the effec- 
tiveness of instruction. The reports reflected an awareness that such 
evaluations were not being made, and contained appeals to the Cali- 
fornia State Department of Education for assistance in evaluating their 
programs with more effective and appropriate tests, consultant assistance, 
and financial assistance in maintaining an adequate staff to administer and 
interpret the data which could be collected. 
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Finding. Title III of the National Defense Education Act has stimu- 
lated the change to a more highly specialized organization of instruc- 
tion. 

Implication. The infusion of energy and money into any area results 
in a more complex and a more highly specialized organization. 


School districts were asked to describe the organizational change 
which had taken place in their instructional programs. The responses 
of the elementary school districts indicated that approximately one of 
every three had fully departmentalized at the seventh and eighth grade 
level; and that some degree of departmentalization had occurred as low 
as the fourth grade in one of every 20 school districts. One of every 
four reported that science was taught as a separate subject; one of every 
five reported some type of grouping to provide greater individualization 
of instruction; and one of every five employed additional teachers to 
provide for increased specialization of instruction. 

High school districts reported a similar trend towards increased spe- 
cialization of assignment. One of every seven high school districts gave 
department heads released time for administrative duties; one of ten 
reported restricting the teaching staff to specific areas of science or 
mathematics; one of three reported changes in their practices of assign- 
ing students to classes; and one of 15 reported employing laboratory 
assistants in science or in foreign language, and granting free time to 
teachers for program preparation. 

Finding. Title III of the NDEA has so far had an overall favorable 

effect upon other subject areas in the school program. 


Implication. Incentive programs for special subject areas are not 
necessarily damaging to the school program as a whole. 


Four favorable comments regarding the effect of the NDEA on other 
subject areas were made for each unfavorable comment. In order of 
frequency, the favorable effects of the NDEA included (1) the increased 
use of general audio-visual equipment and materials; (2) the establish- 
ment of a climate of recognition for the extent of improvement possi- 
bilities; (3) the development of techniques of program appraisal and 
program development in other subject areas; and (4) improved co- 
operation with other school districts, offices of county superintendent 
of schools, and institutions of higher learning. 

The unfavorable effects of the NDEA most referred to were over- 
loading the administrative and supervisory staff; and the feeling that 
money had been taken from other areas of the curriculum. There were 
also some references to the creation of staff jealousies as a result of 
selecting certain subject areas. 

In general, however, it was the feeling of the school districts in 
California that the National Defense Education Act had been a stimu- 
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lus for program improvement in all areas of the school curriculum, and 
that its favorable effects far outweighed any unfavorable effects. 


Finding. School districts have recommended changes in administra- 
tive practices for Title III which are currently being put into effect. 


Implication. Continual feedback from school districts regarding any 
service program is essential to the improvement of administrative pro- 
cedures and to adaptation to changed circumstances. 


School districts were asked to recommend the changes in administra- 
tive practices that would be of assistance to them in the development 
of programs financed under Title III of the National Defense Education 
Act. Half of the districts responding requested that the deadline for 
submission of projects be shifted to the Spring. An almost equal number 
requested that the Bureau of National Defense Education Act Adminis- 
tration take steps towards revising its manual of instruction.t One of 
ten school districts stated that the straight 50-50 matching should be 
made more flexible so that the poorer school districts might receive the 
benefits they need. 

The California State Department of Education has already responded 
to the request for the Spring deadline by establishing April 24, 1962, as 
the deadline for applications for the 1962-63 fiscal year. The manual of 
instructions for the preparation of projects is currently under revision, 
and several statewide committee meetings will be held to obtain the 
reactions of school districts toward the changes proposed. The provision 
of more flexible matching requirements is under study. 


CONCLUSIONS 


Participation of a school district in Title III programs is related di- 
rectly to the size of its administrative staff and inversely, to its wealth, 

Title III of the National Defense Education Act has been successful 
in California in helping school districts to accommodate increased stu- 
dent enrollments and improve the quality of instruction in science, 
mathematics, and modern foreign languages. 

Title III has stimulated school administrators in the state to initiate 
programs of instructional improvement; and the equipment and ma- 
terials provided under Title III have acted both as motivation and 
reward to the teachers in the school districts involved. Secondary school 
district administrators credit the National Science Foundation with 
being the greatest single factor in program change. 

Title II] has achieved only limited success in the development of ade- 
quate in-service education programs for teachers and the encourage- 


1 Manual of Information and Instructions Regarding Application for Projects Under Title III 
of National Defense Education Act of 1958 (Public Law 864): Financial Assistance for Strength- 
ening Science, Mathematics, and Modern Foreign Language Instruction—Grants for Acquisition 
of Equipment, Materials, and Minor Remodeling. Sacramento: California State Department of 
Education, 1959 (revised). 
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ment of effective evaluation programs. Schoo] districts report that they 
have insufficient funds to employ adequate staff for these purposes and 
are seeking aid either from such programs as are represented by the 
National Defense Education Act or programs established by the State 
Legislature. 

Title III has stimulated the development of more complex and more 
highly specialized instructional programs, which include the increased 
specialization of teachers and greater attention to pupil placement. 

Title III has been a favorable influence upon the school program as a 
whole. The criticisms regarding additional workload on school dis- 
trict staffs are more than counterbalanced by the use of ideas, equip- 
ment, and techniques developed in NDEA supported subjects and by 
the stimulation of improved programs in other subject areas. 

The experience of the school districts indicates that even under the 
most favorable circumstances a minimum of three years is necessary for 
curriculum change, and that considerably more time is needed if large 
numbers of teachers are involved. 

The total cost of the NDEA Title III program in California, including 
administrative costs, consultant and supervisory services, and matching 
funds for equipment and materials, has been approximately 90 cents per 
pupil per year. 

Probably the most valuable result of the study is that it has proven 
that small amounts of money, when wisely spent as a result of careful 
planning, can effect a significant impact on the educational program in 
a school district and in the state. 


ENROLLMENT IN CALIFORNIA PUBLIC 
SCHOOLS, MARCH 31, 1962 


Prepared in the BUREAU OF EDUCATION RESEARCH by 
Henry W. Magnuson, Chief, and Peter J. Tashnovian, Consultant 

This semiannual compilation of data on active enrollment in the 
public schools of California as of March 31, 1962, has been prepared 
from reports of officials of the school districts. 

In Table 1, totals are shown for the state, by sex, for each grade and 
special classification; in Tables 2 and 4, a comparison is made with 
similar data for March 31, 1961; and in Tables 3 and 5, the figures on 
enrollment are presented according to grade level, by sex, and by 
county. In Table 6, the enrollment of pupils on half-day sessions is 
shown by grade and by county. 

Enrollment in regular grades only, from kindergarten through grade 
fourteen, as shown in Tables 2 and 4, increased 179,988 (5.2 percent) 
over the enrollment reported a year earlier. Comparable figures for 
March 31, 1961, showed an increase of 176,099 (5.4 percent) over those 
reported on March 31, 1960. 

Total enrollment in all regular grades and all special classes was 
4,212,452, an increase of 195,471 (4.9 percent) over the total for March 
31, 1961. This increase may be compared to that of 216,175 (5.7 percent) 
on March 31, 1961, over the figures reported on March 31, 1960. 

The increase in graded enrollment in kindergarten and elementary 
grades between March 31, 1961 and March 31, 1962, was 3.9 percent as 
compared with an increase of 4.4 percent during the previous year. 
Enrollment in grades nine through twelve increased 9.1 percent as 
compared with 7.7 percent on March 31, 1961. In junior colleges there 
was an increase of 9.1 percent in graded enrollment in 1962, as compared 
with 12.2 percent the previous year. 

Junior college enrollments are reported as full-time or part-time. 
Students enrolled in programs yielding 12 or more credit hours are 
considered full-time students. 

Enrollment in grades seven, eight, and nine in junior high schools is 
reported separately from that in elementary schools and four-year high 
schools, in order that the total enrollment in junior high schools may 
be readily computed. 

Table 6 contains data regarding the enrollment of pupils on half-day 
sessions by grade and county. As of March 31, 1962, there were 45,034 
elementary school and 4,036 high school pupils (including junior high 
school) or a total of 49,070 pupils on half-day sessions. This is a decrease 
of 21,534 in enrollment on half-day sessions from that of March 31, 
1961, and a decrease of 17,103 from that of October 31, 1961. 
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TABLE 1 


SUMMARY OF ACTIVE ENROLLMENT IN CALIFORNIA PUBLIC SCHOOLS 
March 31, 1962 


Grade or class ‘ “e Total 


GRADED ENROLLMENT 
Kindergarten 166,506 159,593 326,099 
Grade one 171.578 159,027 
Grade two. ... " 160,688 151,929 
153,325 146,823 
Grade four. _-- 146,809 142,462 
Grade five 140,693 135,481 
Grade six ‘ 135,402 131,275 
Grade seven in elementary schools 65,650 62,306 
Grade seven in junior high schools... ._- 72,356 70,146 
Grade eight in elementary schools 63,836 60,331 
Grade eight in junior high schools_-- 71,782 69,807 141,589 


Total enrollment, kindergarten through grade eight 1 348,085 me 289, 180 2, 1637, 805 


Grade nine in junior high schools 64,855. 62, 991. 
Grade nine in four-year high schools_- 67,563 63,377 
Grade ten - 119,197 115,348 
Grade eleven - - 93,347 88,099 
Grade twelve 80,478 78.080 158, ‘558 


Total enrollment, grades nine through twelve 5,440 407, 895 833,335 


Grade thirteen 
. i 23,261 60,950 
22,744 14,037 36,781 


22,388 11,277 33,665 
8,692 4,415 13,107 


Total enrollment, grades thirteen and fourteen 91, 513 52,990 144,608 


Total enrollment, kindergarten and grades one through fourteen 5 760,065 38,615,648 


ENROLLMENT OF ADULTS AND IN SPECIAL CLASSES 
Ungraded pupils in elementary schools : 1,890 
Pupils in special day and evening classes in elementary schools 13 


Special classes for physically handicapped minors: 
ES SEE RES EE eae 
Grades seven and eight in junior high schools 
High school level 


Special classes for mentally retarded minors: 
Elementary schools 
Grades seven and eight in junior high schools 
High school level 


Pupils in compulsory continuation classes 


Special pupils: 
High school level 13,320 
Junior college level 

Full-time 446 2,064 
ee PSE EEEAPT SS SSE IAR SLE SRA Rai, 92] 2 12,942 


Adults: 
117,658 202.180 319,838 
102,294 81,449 183,743 


Summary of on enrollment of adults and in risen classes: 
Elementary school level 29,210 19,949 49,159 
High school level 133,161 215,740 $48,901 
Junior college level 110,664 88,085 198,749 


Total enrollment of adults and in special classes 273,085 $23,774 596,809 


GRAND TOTAL, a ENROLLMENT AND ENROLLMENT 
IN SPECIAL CLASSES 2,138,613 | 2,073,839 | 4,212,452 


Enrollment on half-day sessions: 
Grades one through eight 46,908 
Grades nine through twelve 2,162 
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TABLE 2 
COMPARISON OF GRADED AND SPECIAL CLASS ENROLLMENTS FOR 


MARCH 31, 1961 AND MARCH 31, 


1962 


Grade or class 


March 31, 
1961 


oa ee ee 
Increase or decrease 


between March 1961 
and March 1962 


March 31, 
1962 


Number Percent 


Kindergarten 


Grade two 
Grade three 
Grade four 
Grade five 


Grade eleven 
Grade twelve 


Total enrollment, grades thirteen and fourteen 
Total enrollment, kindergarten through grade fourteen 


Special enrollment classifications in elementary schools: 
Ungraded pupils in elements ary schools 
Pupils in special day and evening classes in elementary schools_ 


Total, special enrollment classifications in elementary 
PE tina nunpisnerisavbokntandedannandiabedddan 


Special classes for physically handicapped minors: 
Elementary schools 
Grades seven and eight in junior high schools 
High school level 


Total, special classes for physically handicapped minors__. 


Special classes for mentally retarded minors: 
Elementary schools_-_- 
Grades seven and eight in junior high “schools - 
High school level 


Total, special classes for mentally retarded minors 
Pupils in compulsory continuation classes 


Special pupils: 
High school level 
Junior college level... -- 
Full- 
Part-time 


309,948 
323,473 
301,237 
288,334 
274.536 
263.620 


152,355 


158, 558 


768, 915 


833, $35 


~ 91, 508) 
58,395 
33,111 
(40,958) 
29,775 
11,181 


~~ (97,731)| 


60.950 
36,781 
(46,772) 
33,665 
13,107 


| CHRO mom COD 
OO. De won 


182,462 


144,508 


8, 435 655° 


8,615,648 


(15,008) 
2,064 


312,967 
186,475 


319,838 
183,743 


499,442 


503,581 | 


4,016,981 


4,212,452 | 


195,471} 4 
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TABLE 3 
GRADED ENROLLMENT, BY COUNTIES 


Kindergarten Grade one Grade two 


County } Female Total Female 


9,097 18,451 


75 161 
740 


356 
19,227 
1,305 
224 


San Joaquin 
San Luis Obispo 


166,506 | 159,593 | 326,099 || 171,578 | 159,027 830,005 | 160,688 | 151,929 | 312,617 
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TABLE 3—Continued 
GRADED ENROLLMENT, BY COUNTIES 


Grade three Grade four Grade five 


County Female 


7,093 
2 


3,030 


540 


n 
Los Angeles 
Madera 


17,691 | 17,081 


1,230 | 1,209 | 
244 p 231 
6,078 


11,124 
306 


San Joaquin.......- 
San Luis Obispo 


376 
153,325 | 146,823 | 300,148 | 142,462 140,693 | 135,481 | 276,174 
| 
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TABLE 3—Continued 
GRADED ENROLLMENT, BY COUNTIES 


County Male | Female Total 


elementary schools junior high schools 


Grade seven in | Grade seven in 
Grade six 


Male Female Male Female Total 


Alameda 
Alpine.... 
Amador... 
Calaveras 


Colusa 


4 | 7 
Contra Costa_. xe ,452 ,38 838 || 8 || 3,395 
| “aaa : 174 


El] Dorado... 
Fresno 


Los Angeles 
Madera 


Marin 


Monterey -_. 
Napa 


Sacramento. _____- 
San Benito........_- 


San Bernardino___- 


San Diego-__- 


San Francisco 


San Joaquin 


San Luis Obispo--_- "69 "66s 1,359 || 


Ss 


Se 


Siskiyou 


Sonoma.._. 
Stanislaus 


14,426 | 3,033 2,897 5,930 
9 3 6 9 || 
411 410 


7 65 


2,116 
360 364 


76 


20 
32,266 


7,908 
3,310 
13,163 
1,404 || 
1,279 


1,350 
223 


131,275 | 266,677 62,306 956 || 142,502 
| 
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TABLE 3—Continued 
GRADED ENROLLMENT, BY COUNTIES 


Grade eight in _ Grade eight in I] Total, kindergarten 
elementary schools junior high schools i} through grade eight 


County Male Female Male Female Male | Female Total 
| iam 


3,410} 3,249] 6,659 || 72,993 | 69,321 | 142,314 


30 q 


396 390 


63 


132 
2,910 


16 32 || 1.429 
32,114 | 64,887 || 466,004 
4,030 


12,993 
367 
4,446 
9,283 
680 


194 
16,982 
5,134 
1,500 A 8S 
78,938 75,7: 154,672 


5,653 21! 10,868 
1,119 1 2,129 
27,660 605 54,263 
Sacramento 7 i 5,982 49,049 46,859 95,908 
San Benito 145 135 80 1,351 1,196 2,547 


San Bernardino 7 ' 8 ‘ 7 46,681 44,916 91,597 
Ban Di ‘ 6 ~ Ry 86,448 82,927 169,375 

678 3 36 |} + 34,885 32,921 67,806 
San Joaquin ; ; ay 22,058 20,881 2,939 
San Luis Obispo 498 434 y 7,023 6,561 13,584 


39,616 37,512 77,128 
17,053 16,113 
69,416 65,945 
6,795 6,274 
6,421 5,932 


67 ,350 || 37% 19,514 
104 167 5,854 
| 3,496 | 


60,331 | 124,167 || 71,782 141,589 |/1,348,625 |1,289,180 |2,637,805 
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TABLE 3—Continued 
GRADED ENROLLMENT, BY COUNTIES 


Grade nine in Grade nine in 
junior high schools four-year high schools Grade ten 


Male Female Total Female 


3,243 6,511 


411 


Los Angeles 31,344 
Madera 


331 
12,946 
1,061 
226 


Riverside_-....- 
San Benito 


San Bernardino 
San Diego 

San Francisco 
San Joaquin 
San Luis Obispo--.-..- 


San Mateo 
Santa Barbara 


415 889 || 1,483 
79 176 || 567 
H 336 


} 
64,855 62,991 127,846 || 67,563 63,377 130,940 || 119,197 | 115,348 | 234,545 
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TABLE 3—Continued 
GRADED ENROLLMENT, BY COUNTIES 


Total, 
Grade eleven Grade twelve grades nine through twelve 


Female Male Female 


22,957 22,704 
4 

296 
2,700 
305 


347 
13,931 
472 


330 ¢ 921 
4,189 || 10,8 10,438 


568 
2,835 
1,983 

361 
8,746 


1,653 
383 
438 

145,260 

1,126 


3,970 


22,635 


2,070 
415 
8,750 
15,037 
433 


San Bernardino 058 : q z, ; 14,698 
San Diego 87 66: ; 1 726 , 26,985 
San Francisco 74 f 186 | f 2, 479 || 12,696 
San Joaquin : t , 34! 2,762 || 7,035 7 

San Luis Obispo 27 2,227 2,120 


12,618 


833,335 


93,347 3,08 181,446 || 80,478 158,558 || 425,440 | 407,895 
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TABLE 3—Continued 
GRADED ENROLLMENT, BY COUNTIES 


Grade thirteen Grade fourteen 


Full-time Part-time Full-time Part-time 


County Male | Female Female Female Female 


1,562 897 7 709 353 169 


Colusa 

Contra Costa... 
Del Norte 

El! Dorado 
Fresno. 


68 10 78 
Los Angeles....| 15,586 | 9,330 | 24,916 
Madera | 


351 228 579 
Mariposa... ..- } 
Mendocino. 


Sacramento- -.- 
San Benito 


San Bernardino- 
San Diego-.---- 
San Francisco-- 
San Joaquin---- 
San Luis Obispo 


San Mateo 
Santa Barbara_- 
Santa Clara_-.-.. 


Sierra 
Siskiyou 
Solano 


302 3 149 


| 
| 
326 | 269 95 || 17 52 | 7 118 


37,689 {23.261 60,950 36,781 || 22,388 | 11,277 | 33,665 4,415 | 13,107 
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TABLE 3—Concluded 
GRADED ENROLLMENT, BY COUNTIES 


Total, grades thirteen and fourteen 


Full-time | Part-time 


County Male Female Male | Female 


Alameda 2,118 1,250 1,256 878 
Alpine 
Amador 


2,985 


337 
2,543 


18 128 | 
Los Angeles 14,091 39,363 | 
Madera i] 


326 834 || 


San Bernardino 
San Diego 

San Francisco 
San Joaquin 
San Luis Obispo 


Roe idnncniiiaieemned 
Santa Barbara 

Santa Clara 

Santa Cruz 


94,615 || 31,436 18,452 
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TABLE 4 
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TOTAL GRADED ENROLLMENT BY COUNTIES, WITH PERCENT OF 


INCREASE OR DECREASE SINCE MARCH 31, 1961 


Total enrollment, kindergarten and grades 


one through fourteen, March 31, 1962 


Increase or d 


ecrease 
between March 31, 1961 
and March 31, 1962 


Male 


Total 


Number 


Percent 


San Joaquin 
San Luis Obispo 


99,324 
51 


4,064 
51,842 


18,541 
21,349 


17,280 
19,817 


4,373 


193,477 
91 


4,161 
208,397 


15,814 
10,371 


8,939 
27 


> 


os 
tocar oo ew none DoS 


! anon 


— 


~ 


— 


— Ab ~ Lal woe 


— = 


1,865,578 


3,615,643 


179,988 


Do] ee Cts CNR BONN BAROSD BWHAHOS WOSW HAWAmM COORR SHH WO Rew We BOmwoO 
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TABLE 5 
ENROLLMENT IN SPECIAL CLASSES, BY COUNTIES 


| Special day and evening classes 


Ungraded pupils in elementary schools in elementary schools 


Total 


Male Female Total | Male Female 


County 


San Joaquin 
San Luis Obispo 
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TABLE 5—Continued 
ENROLLMENT IN SPECIAL CLASSES, BY COUNTIES 


Special classes for physically handicapped minors 


Grades seven and eight 
Elementary schools in junior high schools High school level 


Female | Total Male Female | Total Male Female 


il 74 102 
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TABLE 5—Continued 
ENROLLMENT IN SPECIAL CLASSES, BY COUNTIES 


Special classes for mentally retarded minors 


4 Grades seven and eight 
in junior high schools i High school level 


County Male Female Male Female | Total 


265 184 | 461 292 753 


13 8 21 
13 10 21 17 38 


64 


54 


San Bernardino 
San Diego 
San Francisco 


13,362 
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TABLE 5—Continued 
ENROLLMENT IN SPECIAL CLASSES, BY COUNTIES 


Special pupils 


| 
Compulsory continuation Z 
classes | High school level 


| Junior college level 


County Male Female || Male Female Total ] Male Female Total 


99 91 61 152 


Sa i 
Los Angeles 


Sacramento- - - _- 
San Benito... ___- 


San Francisco 
San Joaquin. -.__-- 
San Luis Obispo 


Stanislaus......____- 


4,483 ] 
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TABLE 5—Concluded 
ENROLLMENT IN SPECIAL CLASSES, BY COUNTIES 


Adults 

Total enrollment in 

| special classes and 
for adults 


High school level Junior college level 


Male Female Total Male Female Total Male Female 


8,211 13,301 21,512 2,512 851 3,363 12,815 15,671 


46 
37,627 


1,540 


2,280 3,448 6,379 
864 11 546 1,057 


26 60 

14,418 10,871 23,043 
1,088 
73 


San Joaquin 
San Luis Obispo 


3,427 4,101 
35 348 

913 | 449 
183,743 323,774 
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TABLE 6 
ENROLLMENT ON HALF-DAY SESSIONS, BY COUNTIES 


Grades in elementary schools 


Total, 
one 
through 

County i eight 


1,153 


12,157 21,582 


113 113 
39 


79 
118 


San Bernardino 
San Diego 

San Francisco 
San Joaquin 
San Luis Obispo 


337 
172 


22,463 7 45,034 
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TABLE 6—Concluded 
ENROLLMENT ON HALF-DAY SESSIONS, BY COUNTIES 


Grades in high schools 


Junior high school Total, || Total, 
seven || one 
through || through 
County Seven Eight Nine Eleven | Twelve | twelve || twelve 


1,153 


59 
1,917 


21,582 


113 


San Bernardino 
San Diego. 

San Francisco... 
San Joaquin 
San Luis Obispo 


Siskiyou 
Solano 

~4 

Sonoma 
Stanislaus 


49,070 


Departmental Communications 


OFFICE OF THE SUPERINTENDENT 
OF PUBLIC INSTRUCTION 
ROY E. SIMPSON, Superintendent 


APPOINTMENTS TO STAFF 


ELLEN BRENNAN was appointed Supervising Teacher-Counselor for 
the Blind, Field Rehabilitation Services for the Blind, Division of Special 
Schools and Services, April 1, 1962. Miss Brennan, who has been Assist- 
ant Supervising Teacher-Counselor for the blind in Northern California 
since 1960, has been with the Department since 1946, when she was an 
instructor in the sheltered workshop for the blind in Sacramento, and 
gave similar instruction in the areas of Stockton and Modesto. From 
1951 to 1960 she worked as a Home Teacher-Counselor for the Blind, 
with full-time assignments in Sacramento, Placer, Sutter, and Yuba 
counties, and periodic assignments in other Northern California counties. 
Miss Brennan received her bachelor of arts degree from San Jose State 
College in 1946. 


ALBERTA Hovuk was appointed Assistant Supervising Teacher-Coun- 
selor for the Blind, Field Rehabilitation Services for the Blind, Division 
of Special Schools and Services, May 1, 1962. Mrs. Houk’s headquarters 
will be in San Francisco, and she will supervise the activities of the ten 
home teacher-couselors for the blind assigned to Northern California. 
Mrs. Houk has been working in Merced, Madera, Mariposa, and Fresno 
counties as a home teacher-counselor for the blind since 1953, and she 
has also had wide experience in working with adults who are both deaf 
and blind. She was Supervisor of Blind Aid in the Merced County Wel- 
fare Department from 1950 to 1953. A graduate of the University of 
California School of Nursing, Mrs. Houk also studied at Fresno State 
College. 


H. Ricuarp Supp was appointed Field Representative, Department of 
Education, with the Division of Departmental Administration, May 14, 
1962. Prior to his service with the Department of Education as Special 
Investigator since 1960, he was an agent for the Department of Alcoholic 
Beverage Control. He is a graduate of Grant Union High School and 
Grant Technical College, and received his bachelor of arts degree in 
law enforcement and public administration at Sacramento State College 
in 1958. 
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REGULATIONS ADOPTED BY SUPERINTENDENT 
OF PUBLIC INSTRUCTION 


School District Contracts with the Federal Government. The Super- 
intendent of Public Instruction, acting under the authority of Education 
Code Sections 254 and 255, amended Section 76 of Title 5 of the Cali- 
fornia Administrative Code, relating to school district contracts with 
the federal government, and adopted these as emergency regulations to 
read as follows (effective May 14, 1962). 


76. Contracts with Federal Agency for Apportioning Funds for Various School 
Purposes. The governing board of a school district shall not execute or complete 
any contract, agreement, or arrangement with any agency of the Federal Govern- 
ment for providing or receiving services, supplies, or equipment or for any loan, 
advance, or apportionment of money to expend for any school purposes until such 
contract, agreement, or arrangement has received the approval of the Superintend- 
ent of Public Instruction. Approval will be designated by the signature of the 
State Superintendent of Public Instruction, or his authorized agent, on or attached 
to the documents by means of which such contract, agreement, or arrangement is 
being executed. 

The governing board of a school district shall submit copies of any contract, 
agreement, or arrangement being negotiated with any federal agency in sufficient 
numbers to allow one copy to be retained by the Superintendent of Public In- 
struction. 

Approval shall be given by the Superintendent of Public Instruction whenever 
he determines to his satisfaction that the contract, agreement, or arrangement is 
to be carried out in compliance with all existing applicable state laws and regula- 
tions. 

When a school district has complied with Section 75 of this title, where applicable, 
and with Articles 1 through 4 of Chapter 2 of Division 11 of the Education Code, 
this Section 76 shall not apply to a contract or indenture entered into pursuant 
to the The Junior College Revenue Bond Act of 1961. 


Child Care Centers. The Superintendent of Public Instruction, acting 
under the authority of Article 1 of Chapter 5 of Division 12 of the 
Education Code, repealed the heading of Article 16, repealed Sections 
138.2 through 138.5, amended and renumbered Sections 137 through 
138.1, renumbered Article 16.1, and added an article heading preceding 
Section 138.6 of Subchapter 1 of Chapter 1 of Title 5 of the California 
Administrative Code, relating to child care centers, effective July 1, 
1962. 


County School Service Funds. The Superintendent of Public In- 
struction, acting under the authority of Education Code Section 18351, 
amended Sections 1509-1513, 1516, 1525, 1528, 1530, 1531-1536 of, re- 
pealed Sections 1514, 1515, 1529, 1537, 1538 of, and added Article 10 
(Sections 1540-1546) to Subchapter 7 of Chapter 1 of Title 5 of the 
California Administrative Code, relating to county school service funds, 
effective May 18, 1962. 

Note: The complete text of the added, amended, and renumbered articles and 
sections of Title 5 of the California Administrative Code noted above will app vn 


as reprints from the California Administrative Register, and will be available 
the State Department of Education. 


For Your Information 


STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION ACTIONS 


The following actions were taken by the State Board of Education at 
its regular meeting held at Hayward, May 10, 11, and 12, 1962. 


Approval of Appointments and Reappointments to Accreditation Committee 


In accordance with Education Code Section 13101, and upon recom- 
mendation of the Director of Education Roy E. Simpson, the Board 
approved the appointment and reappointment of the following members 
of the Accreditation Committee: 


William B. Brown, Associate Superintendent of Schools, Los Angeles, representing 
the public schools, for a five-year term until June 30, 1967 

Father Paul J. Harney, Academic Vice-President, University of San Francisco, 
representing a private university, for a five-year term until June 30, 1967 

Wallace W. Hall, Associate Superintendent of Public Instruction; and Chief, Divi- 
sion of Higher Education, State Department of Education, representing the State 
Department of Education 

James C. Stone, Director of Teacher Education, University of California, Berkeley, 
vice Dean William A. Brownell, resigned, representing the University of Cali- 
fornia, Berkeley, for the remainder of the term until June 30, 1964 


Approval of Organizations for School District Membership 


In accordance with Education Code Section 1131, the Board approved 
the following organizations for which membership may be paid from 
funds of school districts and/or offices of county superintendents of 
schools for the school years designated, subject, however, to the organi- 
zation notifying the Department of Education immediately, whenever 
there is a change in the bylaws, charter, constitution, or purposes of the 
organization, and subject further to withdrawal of approval by the 
State Board of Education at its discretion. 


Approved for membership by schools and by county superintendents of schools, 
1962-63, 1963-64, 1964-65 
Audio-Visual Education Association of California 
President: Robert C. Gerletti (Los Angeles County Schools) 
Secretary: Charles Betts (Alhambra City Schools) 
Executive Secretary: Gladys Rohrbough 
Headquarters address: 801 South Lorena Street, Los Angeles 23, California 
California Association for Childhood Education 
President: Madge B. Martin 
Secretary: Anne M. Jones 
Headquarters address: 700 East 24th Street, Oakland 6, California 
California Association of School Administrators 
President: Richard M. Clowes, Associate Superintendent of Public Instruction, 
State Department of Education, Sacramento, California 
—— Secretary: James H. Corson, 1705 Murchison Drive, Burlingame, Cali- 
ornia 
Headquarters address: 1705 Murchison Drive, Burlingame, California 
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California Association of Secondary School Administrators 

President: Ernest A. Payne 

Executive Secretary: William N. McGowan 

Headquarters address: 1705 Murchison Drive, Burlingame, California 
California Elementary School Administrators Association 

President: Oden W. Hansen, a J Street, Arcata, California 

Executive Secretary: Dan T. Dawson 

Headquarters address: 1705 Murchison Drive, Burlingame, California 


California School Health Association, Inc. 
President: James A. Fikes 
Secretary: Cecile L. Marshall 
Headquarters address: 3677 North 8th Street, Fresno 3, California 


Department of Audio-Visual Instruction of the National Education Association of 
the United States 
President: Clyde K. Miller 
Executive Secretary: Anna L. Hyer 
Assistant Executive Secretary: Robert C. Snider 
Headquarters address: 1201 Sixteenth Street, N.W., Washington 6, D.C. 


Department of Elementary School Principals of the National Education Association 
President: Martin C. Tate 
Executive Secretary: Robert W. Eaves 
Business Manager: Margaret L. Bishop 
Headquarters address: 1201 Sixteenth Street, N.W., Washington 6, D.C. 


National Association of Secondary-School Principals 
President: Eugene S. Thomas 
Executive Secretary: Ellsworth Tompkins 
Headquarters address: 1201 Sixteenth Street, N.W., Washington 6, D.C. 


Southern California Junior College Association 
President: James Duncan 
Secretary: Max Bell 
Executive Secretary: Jack Martin 
Headquarters address: El Camino College, El Camino, California 


Western Personnel Institute 
President: George D. Jagels 
Secretary: Mrs. Homer D. Crotty 
Executive Director: Helen Fisk 
Headquarters address: 1136 Steuben Street, Pasadena, California 
Approved for membership by county superintendents of schools, 1962-63, 1963-64, 
1964-65 
American Association of School Administrators 
President: Irby B. Carruth 
Executive Secretary: Finis E. Engleman 
Headquarters address: 1201 Sixteenth Street, N.W., Washington 6, D.C. 


Approved for membership by schools, 1961-62, 1962-63, 1963-64 * 


College Entrance Examination Board—Western Regional Office 
President (Acting): Edward S. Noyes 
Secretary: Mrs. Samuel Gise 
Western Regional Director: T. Leslie MacMitchell 
Headquarters address: 703 Welch Road, Palo Alto, California 


Adoption of Revised Schedule of Board of Education Meetings 


The Board adopted the following revised schedule of regular meet- 
ings to be held for the remainder of 1962. 


* Approved for high schools elected to membership, but for a rar not exceeding three con- 


secutive years in any membership period. A junior co. lege (to qua. for membership) must be a 
member of the appropriate regional association of colleges and secondary schools and must make 
and substantial use of the College Entrance Examination Board tests and other services. 
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Date Place 


June 14 and 15 Los Angeles City Board of Education 
450 North Grand Avenue, Los Angeles 


September 13, 14.and 15 Los Angeles County Board of Supervisors Room 
500 West Temple Street, Los Angeles 

October 11 and 12 Oceanside 

November 29 and 30 San Francisco 


Changes in Rules and Regulations 


Fees for Teacher Credentials. The Board, acting under the authority 
of Education Code Sections 152 and 13182, amended Section 201 of 
Title 5 of the California Administrative Code, relating to fees for teacher 
credentials, to read as follows (effective June 16, 1962): 


201. (e) Fee. Each application for a credential shall be accompanied by a 
money order or check for the fee specified in Section 200.2 for the issuance of a 
credential. 


Special Educational Programs for Mentally Gifted Minors. The 
Board, acting under the authority of Education Code Sections 152 and 
6432, amended Section 199.12 of Title 5 of the California Administrative 
Code, relating to special educational programs for mentally gifted 
minors, by adding subsections (f) and (g), and adopted these as emer- 
gency regulations to read as follows (effective May 21, 1962): 


199.12. (f) A program shall be maintained on a regular basis for at least 17 
weeks of a semester or for at least 34 weeks of an annual school term. In a school 
which is not organized on the semester basis, one-half of the days the regular 
day schools are maintained shall be deemed the equivalent of a semester. 

(g) A program provided as a part of an approved summer school meeting the 
time requirements set forth in Section 117 and which program is conducted for 
a minimum of 55 minutes for each day on which the summer school is maintained, 
shall be deemed to be the equivalent of a program conducted for a semester. 
pupil participating in such a program in an approved summer school for a total 
of 20 days during a fiscal year may be counted as a participating pupil. The Fourth 
of July may be counted as one of such days even though the school is not main- 
tained on that day. 


Statewide Testing Program of Public Schoo! Children. The Board, 
acting under the authority of Education Code Sections 152, 12821, and 
12825, amended Section 85.1 of Title 5 of the California Administrative 
Code, relating to a statewide testing program of public school children, 
to read as follows (effective June 16, 1962): 


85.1. Required State Testing Program. During the period commencing October 
15 and ending November 15, each school district maintaining the grades mentioned 
herein, or any of them, shall give during the 1962-63 school year and during each 
school year thereafter tests selected as required by Education Code Section 12822 
to all pupils enrolled in the respective grades. For any school year the identical 
test shall be given to each pupil of the district enrolled in the particular grade 
for which the test is approved. The administration of the tests shall be certified 
as having been in strict compliance with the instructions of the developer or 
publisher; the tests shall be scored, the scoring thereof certified as having been in 
strict compliance with the instructions of the developer or publisher for scoring, 
and the scores shall be submitted to the State Department of Education on the 
dates required by and on forms prescribed or approved by the Superintendent of 
Public Instruction including punch cards so approved, all as shown in the follow- 
ing chart: 
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(2) 


(3) 


(4) 


(6) 


Kinds of Tests 


Pupils to be 
given the 
test (see defi- 
nition of pupil 
in Section 85) 


Certification 
as to admin- 
istration of 
tests to be 
by: 


Scoring may 


e 
performed 
by: 


Certification 
of scoring 
to be by: 


Governing 
board may 
authorize 
scores to be 
submitted by: 


a) peg d poms E- 
MENT 


For Grade 5 


For Grade 11 


All pupils in 
grade 5 


All pupils in 
Grade 8 


All pupils in 
Grade 11 


The district 
superintendent 
or the county 
superintend- 
ent, if the dis- 
trict has no 
district super- 
intendent 


Employees of 
the district 


Employees of 
the county 
superintendent 
of schools 


The publish- 
er’s scoring 
service 


Other scoring 
services 


The district 
superintendent 


The county 
superintendent 
of schools 


The person 
supervising 
the scoring in 
the publisher’s 
scoring service 


The person 
supervising 
the scoring in 
the scoring 
service 


The district 
superintendent 


The county 
superintendent 
of schools 


The publish- 
er’s scoring 
service 


The chief ad- 
ministrator of 
the scoring 
service 


b) ARITHMETIC OR 
GENERAL MATHE- 
MATICS ACHIEVE- 
MENT TEST 


For Grade 5 


For Grade 11 


All pupils in 
rade 


All pupils in 
Grade 8 


All pupils in 
Grade 11 


The district 
superintendent 
or the county 
superintend- 
ent, if the dis- 
trict has no 
district super- 
intendent 


Any of the en- 
tities listed 
in (a) 


The respective 
entity listed 
in (a) 


The respective 
entity listed 
in (a) 


c) Le gee AND 
GE OF ENGLISH 
ACHIEVEMENT TEST 


For Grade 5 


For Grade 11 


All pupils in 
Grade 


All pupils in 
Grade 8 


All pupils in 
Grade 11 


The district 
superintendent 
or the county 
superintend- 
ent, if the dis- 
trict has ro 
district supers 
intendent 


Any of the en- 
tities listed 
in (a) 


The respective 
entity listed 
in (a) 


The respective 
a listed 
(a) 


d) INTELLIGENCE 
TESTS 


For Grade 5 


For Grade 11 


All pupils en- 
rolled in 
Grades 5, 8, or 
11 as the case 
may be, ex- 
cept that 
after July 1, 
1963, those 
who have 
taken the 
identical test 
during the 
preceding 
school year 
may be ex- 
empted 


The district 
superintendent 
or the county 
superintend- 
ent, if the dis- 
trict has no 
district super- 
intendent 


Any of the en- 
tities listed 
in (a) 


The respective 
entity listed 
in (a) 


The respective 
any listed 


in (a 
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Permits Authorizing Service in Child Care Centers. The Board and 
the Superintendent of Public Instruction, in joint action under the au- 
thority of Education Code Sections 16625.2 and 16629, respectively, 
added Article 16 (Sections 137-137.12) to Subchapter 1 of Chapter 1 of 
Title 5 of the California Administrative Code, relating to permits au- 
thorizing service in child care centers, effective July 1, 1962. 

Note: The complete text of the added sections of Title 5 of the California Ad- 


ministrative Code noted above will appear as reprints from the California Admin- 
istrative Register, and will be available from the State Department of Education. 


Revocation of Credentials for Public School Service 


The Board revoked the credentials, life diplomas, and other documents 
for public school service heretofore issued to the following persons: 


By authority of 
Date of Revocation Education Code 
Name birth effective Section 


Bravener, Sandra Lea_.__ ae May 11, 1962 13206 
Bruyere, Donald Eugene__.______ 4-19-29 April 29, 1962 13205 
Denzinger, Paul Bernard . _. 3-24-29 May 11, 1962 13202 
Finkenbinder, Malburn Lee_— . 2-28-06 May 10, 1962 13205 
Goldsmith, Henry James_____. Sener May 11, 1962 13206 
Grady, William John _—- 5-29-25 April 23, 1962 13205 
NS SS ee cer 12-21-28 April 13, 1962 13205 
Miller, Miles Max_..___»_»_SEE ES Ss«7- «23-04 April 9, 1962 13205 
Morgan, Gerald Joseph__._._____________ 2-. 2-10 April 30, 1962 13205 
O'Reilly, Lawrence J. ———__12-19-35 April 24, 1962 13205 
Radford, Paul Emmitt_.---_»»_»_-SSSs«S- «4-27 May 11, 1962 13206 
Sauceda, Ricardo __.____.___—«d@9---«29--3 55 May 11, 1962 13206 
Stowell, Richard Armstrong._._._____ 4-. 1-31 May 2, 1962 13205 
Tornell, Margaret Houlihan______.___.11-20-30 | May 11, 1962 13206 


Approval of Appointment to State Curriculum Commission 

The Board appointed Mrs. Jeannine R. Sevey, Oceanside, vice Mrs. 
Martha McIntosh, resigned, for the unexpired term until August 29, 
1964. 


Approval of Changes in School District Organization 


In accordance with the provisions of Chapter 9 of Division 5 of the 
Education Code (Sections 3151 and 3584), the Board approved the 
following proposal regarding a change in school district organization: 
Formation of a unified school district in Mono County—A proposal by the Mono 

County Committee on School District Organization that an election be held to 

determine whether the voters in Mono County school districts wish to form a 

unified school district to include all of the territory in Mono County. 

In accordance with the provisions of Chapter 9 of Division 5 of the 
Education Code (Section 3152), the Board approved the following pro- 
posal regarding a change in school district organization: 
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Formation of a unified school district in San Benito County—A proposal by the 
San Benito County Committee on School District Organization that an election 
be held to determine whether the voters in the Fairhaven and Fairview elementary 
school districts and the North County Joint Union Elementary School District 
wish to form a union school district. 

In accordance with the provisions of Chapter 9 of Division 5 of the 
Education Code (Section 3151), the Board approved the following pro- 
posal regarding a change in school district organization: 

Formation of a junior college district in San Joaquin County—A proposal by the 
San Joaquin County Committee on School District Organization that an election 
be held to determine whether the voters in the Escalon, Linden, Lodi, and 
Manteca union high school districts, the Tracy Joint Union High School District, 
and the Lincoln and the Stockton unified school districts, all in San Joaquin 
County, and the Galt Union High School District in Sacramento and San 
Joaquin counties wish to form a junior college district. 


CHILDHOOD EDUCATION WORKSHOP FOR TEACHERS 


The California Association for Childhood Education will hold a 
summer workshop for teachers in cooperation with Fresno State College 
from August 13 to August 24, 1962, at Brookdale Lodge in the Santa 
Cruz Mountains. Workshop study will concentrate on teachers’ prob- 
iems of fostering social awareness and action, and will include sessions 
on classroom teaching practices and on action research methods. Two 
units of credit may be.earned in work taken under the direction of 
Erwin H. Sasman, who will be the workshop director for Fresno State 
College. Further information may be obtained from Dr. Sasman at 
4612 Fishering Drive, Bakersfield, California; or from Helen Fisher 
Darrow, workshop director for the California Association for Child- 
hood Education, 689A Roble Avenue, Menlo Park, California. 


HELEN HEFFERNAN SCHOLARSHIP AWARD, 1962 


The California Association for Supervision and Curriculum Develop- 
ment has awarded the Helen Heffernan Scholarship for 1962 to J. Clark 
Jenkins, teacher of Spanish and Portuguese at Pasadena High School. 
Mr. Jenkins will receive a grant of $1,000, which will be supplemented 
by an interest-free loan of $1,000 for a period of four years. The scholar- 
ship is awarded each year for the purpose of encouraging competent 
teachers to engage in graduate study in the field of supervision and 
curriculum development. 


DIRECTORY OF CALIFORNIA TEACHER 
PLACEMENT AGENCIES, 1961-62 


As a service to the public schools of California and to other educa- 
tional agencies and organizations, the California Educational Placement 
Association, an association of placement offices of accredited teacher 
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education institutions, helped to compile the following directory of 
teacher placement offices other than the commercial agencies in the area. 
Not all the offices listed are association members. 


Officers of the California Educational Placement Association for 
1961-62 are the following: President, Harold D. Jones, Fresno State 
College; Vice-President, Charles L. Bond, University of California, 
Riverside; Secretary-Treasurer, Carol L. Hollingsworth, California State 
Polytechnic College, San Luis Obispo. 


CALIFORNIA TEACHER PLACEMENT AGENCIES 


Institution or Organization 
ALAMEDA County STATE COLLEGE 
22300 Foothill Boulevard, Hayward 
JE fferson 8-8000 


Ca.iForniA COLLEGE OF ARTS AND CRAFTS 
5212 Broadway, Oakland 18 
OL ympic 3-8118 


CALiForNIA STATE POLYTECHNIC COLLEGE 
KELLoGG- VoorHis CAMPUS 

Pomona 

LY coming 5-1241, Ext. 245 


CALIFORNIA STATE PoLYTECHNIC COLLEGE 
San Luts Osispo 

San Luis Obispo 

LI berty 3-2000, Ext. 441 


CALIFORNIA TEACHERS ASSOCIATION 
1705 Murchison Drive, Burlingame 
OX ford 7-1400 


CALIFORNIA TEACHERS ASSOCIATION 
1125 West Sixth Street, Los Angeles 17 
HU ntley 2-5660 


CHAPMAN COLLEGE 
333 North Glassell Street, Orange 
KE llogg 8-2381 


Cuico STATE COLLEGE 
West First Street, Chico 
FI reside 3-4411, Ext. 411 


CLAREMONT GRADUATE SCHOOL 
Claremont 
NA tional 6-8511, Ext. 2265 


CoLLece oF THE Hoty NAMES 
3500 Mountain Boulevard, Oakland 
KE llogg 3-3565, Ext. 288 


CoL.ece or Notre DAME 
Belmont 
LY tell 3-7676 


Dominican CoLLece OF SAN RAFAEL 
San Rafael 
GL enwood 3-9668 


Personnel of Placement Office 
Paul Lawrence, Associate Dean of 
Students 


Bruce M. Breckenridge, Assistant to the 
Chairman, Teacher Education De- 
partment 


Milton R. White, Placement Officer 
Dorothy B. Cochran, Placement 
Supervisor 
Hugh O. LaBounty, Coordinator, 
Teacher Education Program 
Robert Maurer, Acting Dean, 
Arts and Sciences 


Eugene A. Rittenhouse, Placement 
Officer 

Carol L. Hollingsworth, Placement 
Supervisor 

Frank W. Parr, Special Services 
Executive 


Richard T. Haley, Director of 
Personnel Services 


Emery E. Owens, Director of 
Teacher Placement 


H. Thurston Hatch, Placement Officer 
Mrs. Marjorie Roberts, Placement 
Supervisor 


Herbert Gatzke, Registrar 
Mrs. Winogene Klotz, Placement 
Secretary 


Sister Mary of St. Michael, Director of 
Teacher Placement 


Sister Rosemarie Julie, Director 
Teacher Placement 


Sister M. Augusta, O.P., Placement 
Secretary 
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CALIFORNIA TEACHER PLACEMENT AGENCIES 


(Co 


attest dnGeeedess 
FresNo STaTE COLLEGE 

Shaw Avenue, Fresno 26 

BA Idwin 2-5161, Ext. 254 


GeorcE PEPPERDINE COLLEGE 
1121 West 79th Street, Los Angeles 44 
PL easant 3-1411, Ext. 38; or PL 3-7011 


Humpo tpt State CoLiece 
Arcata 
VA ndyke 2-1771, Ext. 277 


IMMACULATE HEarT COLLEGE 

2021 North Western Avenue, 
Los Angeles 27 

HO llywood 2-1301, Ext. 97 


La Srerra COLLEGE 
Arlington 
OV erland 9-4321, Ext. 1 


La VERNE COLLEGE 
2150 Fifth Street, La Verne 
LY coming 3-3511, Ext. 9 


Lone Beacu State CoLLece 
6101 East Seventh Street, Long Beach 4 
GE neva 3-0951, Exts. 23, 24, 25 


Los ANGELES STATE CoLLEGE 

5151 State College Drive, 
Los Angeles 32 

CA pitol 5-1631, Ext. 581 


Loyota University or Los ANGELES 
7101 West 80th Street, Los Angeles 45 
SP ring 6-0400, Exts. 334, 335 


Mitts CoLLece 
Oakland 13 
NE ptune 2-2700, Ext. 278 


Mowunrt Sr. Mary’s CoLLece 
12001 Chalon Road, Los Angeles 49 
BR adshaw 2-3618, Ext. 28 


OccweNnTAL CoLLecE 
1600 Campus Road, Los Angeles 41 
CL inton 5-5151, Ext. 308 


mtinued) 


Personnel of Placement Office 
Harold D. Jones, Director of Placement 
Mrs. Gean Howard, Placement 
Supervisor 


Oslyn A. White, Director of Placement 


James F. Hoffe, Jr., Placement Officer 

Mrs. Mary Lou Humphrey, Placement 
Supervisor 

Don W. Karshner, Dean of Students 


Sister M. Socorro, Director of 
Teacher Placement 

Sister Mercia, Assistant Director 

Sister M. Humiliata, President 

Sister Elizabeth Ann, Dean, 
School of Education 


George T. Simpson, Director, 
Secondary Placement 

Maybel Jensen, Director, 
Elementary Placement 

George Akers, Dean, Director of 
Placement 


Cleo C. Beery, Head, Department 
of Education 
Faythe DiNicola, Secretary, 
Placement Office 


Mrs. Jane T. Gowan, Placement Offier, 
Administrative and Psychological 

Mrs. Adelaide L. Scott, Placement 
Supervisor, Secondary Education 

Mrs. Ruth Nielsen, Placement Inter- 
viewer, Elementary Education 


Fred G. Rhodes, Placement Officer 
Mrs. Arline Snyder, Placement 
Supervisor 


L. M. O’Connor, Director of 
Teacher Placement 


Mrs. Barbara Heider Downen, 
Director of Placement 


Doris Schiffilea, Coordinator for Ele- 
mentary School Student Teaching 

F. Roman Young, Director of Student 
Teaching, Secondary Level 


Roy G. Petrie, Chairman, Department 
of Education; and Director, 
Teacher Placement 

Mrs. Leona M. Malone, Secretary, 
Teacher Placement 
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CALIFORNIA TEACHER PLACEMENT AGENCIES 
Continued) 


Institution or Organization 
Orance County State CoLlece 
800 North Cypress Avenue, Fullerton 
TR 1-3300, Ext. 41A 


Paciric UNn1on CoLLece 
Angwin 

WO odward 5-2421, Ext. 226 
(St. Helena exchange) 


PasaDENA COLLEGE 
1539 East Howard Street, Pasadena 
SY camore 8-0541 


SACRAMENTO STATE COLLEGE 
6000 J Street, Sacramento 19 
GL adstone 2-3252, Ext. 246 


San Disco CoLLece ror WoMEN 
Alcala Park, San Diego 10 
CY press 6-6113 


San Deco State CoLLece 
5402 College Avenue, San Diego 15 
JU niper 2-4411, Ext. 401-6 


SAN FERNANDO VALLEY STATE COLLEGE 
18111 Nordhoff Street, Northridge 
DI ckens 9-1200, Ext. 267 


San Francisco CoLLecE FoR WoMEN 
Lone Mountain, San Francisco 18 
SK yline 2-3033 


San Francisco STATE COLLEGE 
1600 Holloway Avenue, San Francisco 


27 
JU niper 4-2300, Ext. 412 


San Jose State COLLEGE 
250 South Fourth Street, San Jose 14 
CY press 4-6414, Ext. 2034 


STANFORD UNIVERSITY 
Stanford 
DA venport 1-2300, Ext. 2364 


STANISLAUS STATE COLLEGE 
P. O. Box 1000, Turlock 
ME rcury 2-2411 


Personnel of Placement Office 
Max W. Burke, Director, 
Placement Services 
Mrs. Barbara A. Hartsig, Coordinator, 
Elementary Education 
Edwin R. Carr, Coordinator, 
Secondary Education 


Edwin C. Walter, Director of 
Student Placement 


E. Boyd Shannon, Head, Department 
of Education 


Willis J. Black, Placement Officer 
Robert R. Dalziell, Placement 
Supervisor 


Mother M. A. Rossi, Dean 
Mother M. Guest, Director of Student 
Teaching 


Will M. Kidwell, Placement Officer 

Mrs. Dorothe Bonsignore, Assistant 
Placement Officer (Elementary, 
Secondary, and Administration) 

Manfred H. Schrupp, Dean of 
Education Division 


Louis A. Breternitz, Director of 
Placements 

Mrs. Mabel H. Phillips, Placement 
Supervisor 


Mother Beth Nothomb, Director of 
Teacher Education 

Mother Catherine Parks, President 

Mother Natalie White, Dean 


Vernon A. Wallace, Director of 
Placement 
Gail Humphrey, Placement Supervisor 


E. W. Clements, Director of Placement 

Mrs. Dale Harris, Placement Associate, 
Education 

Mary Schaaf, Educational Placement 
Interviewer 

Barbara Nelson, Educational Placement 
Secretary 


R. Dudley Boyce, Placement Director 
Mrs. Mary L. Evans, Assistant Director, 
Placement Services 


Joseph E. Bruggman, Dean of Students 
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CALIFORNIA TEACHER PLACEMENT AGENCIES 
Continued) 

Institution or Organization Personnel of Placement Office 
University oF CALIFORNIA Frank L. Kidner, University Dean of 
521 University Hall, Berkeley 4 Educational Relations 

Aubrey L. Berry, Director of 
Educational Placement 


University or CALIFORNIA, BERKELEY David B. Stewart, Educational 
Office of Educational Placement Placement Officer 
192 University Hall, Berkeley 4 Placement Advisers: 
TH ornwall 5-6000, Ext. 3283 —_ ny Secondary and Junior 
ollege 
Mrs. Gladys Pedersen, Elementary 
and Foreign 
Evelyn Mumma, Pupil Personnel 
Brinton H. Stone, Colleges and 
Universities 


University oF Cauirornia, Davis Mrs. Rebekah Stromgren, Placement 
Office of Educational Placement, Adviser 

Davis 
SK yline 3-4011, Ext. 726 


University or CaLirorni, Los Claude W. Fawcett, Educational Place- 
ANGELES ment Officer, Supervisory and Ad- 
405 Hilgard Avenue, Los Angeles 24 ministrative 
BR adshaw 2-6161, Ext. 6209 Placement Advisers: 
Katherine Pyle, Elementary, Special 
Services, and Special Education 
Rose Marie Gruby, Secondary and 
Junior College 
William Thomas, Four-year 
Colleges and Universities 


University OF CALIFORNIA, RIVERSIDE Charles L. Bond, Placement Officer 
Riverside John Massingale, Placement Adviser 
OV erland 4-2210, Ext. 295 


University oF CALIFORNIA, SANTA E. L. (Chally) Chalberg, Educational 
BARBARA Placement Officer 

University Mrs. Ruth I. Bryant, Placement Adviser 

WO odland 7-5611, Exts. 2142, 2143 


UNIVERSITY OF THE PACIFIC Henry R. Spiess, Director of Placement 
Pacific Avenue, Stockton 4 
HO ward 4-7781, Ext. 77 


University oF REDLANDS Jack B. Cummings, Director of 

Redlands Placement 

PY ramid 3-2121, Ext. 249 Mrs. Marjorie Herman, Placement 
Assistant 


University oF SAN FRANCIsco Mrs. Rosemary Moore, Director of 
2130 Fulton Street, San Francisco 17 Teacher Placement 
SK yline 2-1000, Exts. 261, 262 Henry C. Hall, Director, Courses in 
School Administration 
John R. Devine, Coordinator of Student 
Teaching 
Edward J. Griffin, Chairman, 
Department of Education 
Robert R. Reilly, Coordinator of 
Counselor Training 
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CALIFORNIA TEACHER PLACEMENT AGENCIES 
(Continued) 

Institution or Organization Personnel of Placement Office 
UNIVERSITY OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA Robert E. Cralle, Director 
3551 University Avenue Paul Fisher, Associate Director 
University Park, Los Angeles 7 Paul J. Avery, Assistant Director 
RI chmond 8-2311, Exts. 391, 392 Rodman F, Garrity, Assistant Director 
WEsTMONT COLLEGE Rosella Wilson, Placement Director 
955 La Paz Road, Santa Barbara 
WO odland 9-2237, Ext. 23 
Whtttier CoLiece Homer Hurst, Director of Teacher 


Philadelphia and Painter Streets Placement 
Whittier Mrs. Mary E. Bandy, Secretary 


OX bow 3-0771, Exts. 15, 22 


Professional Literature 


PUBLICATIONS RECEIVED 


Accent on Higher Education: Activities and Accomplishments of the New Yark 
State Education Department for the Year 1960-61. Albany, N.Y.: University of 
the State of New York, State Education Department, 1962. Pp. 40. 

Fine, BenJAMIN, and Fine, Lian. How to Get the Best Education for Your 
Child. Garden City, New York: Doubleday & Co., Inc., 1962 (revised edition). 
Pp. 240. $0.95. 

Garrett, Henry E. Elementary Statistics. New York 18, N.Y.: David McKay 
Co., Inc., 1962 (second edition). Pp. x + 206. $3.75. 

Garrett, Henry E. Workbook in Elementary Statistics. New York 18, N.Y.: 
David McKay Co., Inc., 1962 (second edition). Pp. iv + 60. $1.25. 

GerBericH, J. RAayMoND; GREENE, Harry A.; and Jorcensen, A. N. Measurement 
and Evaluation in the Modern School. New York 18, N.Y.: David McKay Co., 
Inc., 1962. Pp. xviii + 622. $6.95. 

Harris, Apert J. Effective Teaching of Reading. New York 18, N.Y.: David 
McKay Co., Inc., 1962. Pp. xii + 388. $5.00. 

Instructional Materials: Educational Media and Technology. Review of Educa- 
tional Research, Vol. XXXII, No. 2, April, 1962. Washington 6, D.C.: American 
Educational Research Association, 1962. Pp. 115-211. $2.00. 


KeNwortny, Leonarp S. Guide to Social Studies Teaching. Belmont, California: 
Wadsworth Publishing Co., Inc., 1962. Pp. xvi + 400. 
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